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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the amendment filed September 12, 2005. Claims 1- 
27 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Specification 

3. The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1.98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(l) states, "the list may not be 
incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless 
the references have been cited by the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been 
considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Du et al. 
(USPN 6,308,163) (hereinafter Du). 



5. As per claim 1, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including a method of assigning 
resources to nodes in a workflow comprising: 
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defining a plurality of nodes, wherein said nodes are tasks to be executed within said 
workflow (col. 12 lines 46-57); 

defining said resources for execution of said nodes (col. 12 line 57 - col. 13 line 6); 

storing a set of data items having variables pertaining to execution of said workflow (col. 
13 lines 15-19); and 

assigning said resources to said nodes for execution thereof in accordance with a set of 
rules, said set of rules for controlling the execution of said workflow (col. 5 lines 15-22; col. 8 
lines 53-60). 

6. As per claim 2, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are based in accordance with an execution history of said workflow 
(col. 8 lines 53-60). 

7. As per claim 3, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are based in accordance with said set of data items (col. 13 lines 21- 
26). 

8. As per claim 4, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are based in accordance with time, wherein said time is relative to the 
execution of said nodes, and wherein said time is relative to the execution of said workflow, and 
wherein said time is relative to absolute time (col. 10 lines 61-64; col. 1 1 lines 17-25). 
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9. As per claim 5, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are based upon an event/action criteria and wherein said rules are 
based upon an event/condition/action criteria (col. 10 lines 61-64; col. 1 1 lines 5-6, 8-15, 17-25). 

10. As per claim 6, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are defined in accordance with a common language used for the entire 
workflow and used for assigning said resources to nodes (col. 13 lines 30-37). 

11. As per claim 7, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said resources executing said nodes are agents (col. 1 lines 35-46). 

12. As per claim 8, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 further comprises pre-computed authorizations, and wherein said authorizations are 
applied to said resources and wherein said authorizations are maintained in an up-to-date 
manner, such that a set of authorizes resources is easily retrievable concurrent with an initiated 
task (col. 3 lines 10-16, 39-42, 56-66). 

13. As per claim 9, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including the method as recited in 
claim 1 wherein said rules are Boolean expressions (col. 12 lines 51-53; col. 13 lines 3-6). 

14. As per claim 10-18, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer system in 
a computer network, said computer system comprising: 
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a bus, a memory unit coupled to said bus, and a processor coupled to said bus, said 
processor for executing the method of claims 1-9 (Fig. 1). 

15. As per claims 19-27, Du teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer-readable 
medium for storing computer-implemented instructions, said instructions for causing a computer 
system to perform the method of claims 1-2 (Fig. 1). 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed September 12, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

17. Applicants submit that Du fails to teach the first and fourth steps of representative claim 
1, i.e. "defining a plurality of... tasks to be executed within [a] workflow" and 
"assigning... resources to [tasks] for execution thereof in accordance with a set of rules." In 
support of this argument, Applicant alleges that Du "does not focus on the manner in which 
resources are assigned and certainly does not teach or suggest that as a part of a resource 
assignment process itself: (I) a plurality of task are defined (as opposed to being defined 
beforehand), (2) resources for execution of the task are defined and (3) resources are assigned to 
these tasks according to a set of rules for controlling the execution of the workflow." 

18. Du's alleged failure to teach the first two elements of Applicants' argument is easily 
dismissed. The structure of the claim does not support Applicants' contention that the definition 
of both tasks and their resources occurs as part of the assignment process itself. A careful 
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reading of the claim reflects the more plausible position of the tasks, their resources, and data 
items pertaining to execution being defined before the resource assignment process. The claim, 
as a whole, is directed to a method of assigning resources to tasks. The method is broken up into 
four steps: (1) defining tasks within a workflow; (2) defining resources for executing those tasks; 
(3) storing data pertaining to the execution of the workflow; and (4) assigning resources to tasks 
based on a set of rules that control the execution of the workflow. It is clear that the first three 
steps occur before any assignment process. Thus, the first two arguments presented by Applicant 
are summarily rejected, as the claim language does not support the alleged deficiency of Du. 

19. As for Applicants' last argument, it is clear that Du teaches the feature of assigning 
resources to tasks in accordance with a set of rules. First, Du refers to the tasks (or nodes) of the 
workflow as "activities". The resources are then assigned to the activities by way of "roles", 
which are "logical representations of resource requirements for workflow activities", e.g. "a 
boolean expression specifying the resource types needed for the activity " (col. 12 lines 46-62). 
"Roles" is clearly a type of "rules", and are created expressly for the purpose of "map[ping] 
activities into resources." (col. 12 lines 46-62) Thus, there is no doubt that Du identically 
teaches each feature of the claimed invention, in spite of slight differences in lexicography. 

Conclusion 

20. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed J. Ali whose telephone number is (571) 272-3769. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5:30, 2nd Friday off 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai T. An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 





Syed Ali 

November 9, 2005 



